History 408, Ed Beasley.
     
    
   
    Questions for the Final Exam.

Above all, each of your answers should be a unified argument of a single point of view, with evid​ence.  The dis​cussion points listed in the longer questions are there to prod you into mak​ing a tight and thought​​ful argu​ment.   Do not carefully go through the issues in the order pres​​ented in the quest​ion; re​arrange and inter​​pret the issues in the question in order to make a unified and well-supported argu​​ment of your own.   But use all the readings that the question specifically asks you to.

Also, for each question, plan on taking a couple of minutes during the exam to write down an out​line, giv​​ing the main point of your argument (you will put that point into your intro​duct​ory para​graph), and a word or two about each of the para​graphs that you plan to write.  You will need a para​graph for each major point or major set of evid​ence that you will be look​ing at.   With your outline in hand, you won’t get lost while writing.  

FOUR OF THESE QUESTIONS WILL BE ON THE TEST.  YOU WILL HAVE TO WRITE ON TWO OF THOSE.  YOU HAVE TO STUDY FOUR TO BE SAFE.

A.  Do you think that what Mill says in the following passage is true of European history since 1789?  (Use evidence from at least three of our readings.)

The entire history of social improvement has been a series of tran​sitions, by which one cust​om or in​stit​ution after another from being a supposed primary necessity of social existence, has passed into the rank of a universally stig​ma​tized injustice and tyranny.  So it has been with the distinct​ions of slaves and freemen, nobles and serfs, patricians and plebeians; and so it will be, and in part already is, with aristocracies of color, race and sex.


—John Stuart Mill, Utilitarianism, 1863 



(Great Books in Philosophy ed., p. 82)

B. Why was the twentieth century so bloody?  Use evidence from at least three different countries and three different books.  Does it all make sense somehow, or (and here’s a big claim) does it defy rational explanation?

C. “As I write, highly civilized human beings are flying overhead, trying to kill me.”  Were they highly civilized, and if so what does “civilization” mean?  What does “modern European civilization” mean in any case?  Use evidence from Orwell, Tolstoy, and one other source.   

D.  Using Orwell’s essays “Politics and the English Language” and/or "The Prevention of Literature," make an argument about the nature of the modern age of mass information and political propaganda / political speech.  How does the quantity or the nature of information, discussion, and politics today differ from conditions in XVIIIth-century France?  Take your French evidence from Gershoy, and the way that different leaders of France made pronouncements or used language.  How and why has political propaganda changed across Modern European History, if it has changed at all?

E.  Why did things get better in Europe after W.W. II?  Consider politics, society, and economics, and Orwell’s analyses (both during the war in The Lion and the Unicorn and after it in “Politics and the English Language” and/or "The Prevention of Literature"), as well as the way Davies presents things.  Was the horrible first half of the twentieth century merely an unfortunate interruption in the kinds of political and economic progress of the 19th century, or did the first half of the twentieth century show that 19th-century ideas of progress were bankrupt, so that after 1945 Europe had to be reconstructed in a new way?

F.  Was Marx wrong about the future of Europe, and if so when did history prove him wrong?  Look at Marx and two other sources.
